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I sincerely hope that my colleagues 

on the other side of the aisle will not 
stall, delay or prevent the reauthoriza-
tion of the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act, or as it is now called, 
BEST, the Better Education for Stu-
dents and Teachers Act. We really need 
to pass this bill and set the country on 
a path toward meaningful education 
progress. 

The need for reform is great. A re-
cent report from the National Center 
for Education Statistics, NAEP, con-
cluded that reading scores for 4th and 
12th graders failed to improve over 
their 1992 levels. This study also con-
cluded that 58 percent of disadvantaged 
children in 4th grade scored at the 
‘‘below basic’’ level.

There also is an alarming disparity 
in skills between white students and 
African American students. According 
to the National Center for Education 
Statistics, achievement gaps between 
white and African-American 9-year-old 
students have not narrowed since 1975. 
The score gap in reading narrowed to 
its lowest, 18 points in 1988, and has 
since widened to 29 points in 1999. For 
17-year-old students, the gap in reading 
was also its lowest in 1988, 20 points 
and has since widened to 31 points in 
1999. 

Clearly, the challenge is before us. 
And yes, we can do better. 

Many local school districts are strug-
gling. They are struggling with class 
sizes that are too large and school 
buildings that are too small or dys-
functional. They are struggling to pro-
vide books, materials, and equipment 
that are appropriate for the 21st cen-
tury. 

They are struggling with resources, 
so they can pay their teachers better, 
increase professional development for 
educators, and provide essential music, 
art and sports opportunities for stu-
dents as well. They are struggling with 
transportation needs, especially in 
many rural Utah communities where 
children can be bused as many as 100 
miles round-trip a day. 

There is not a Senator in this body 
who doesn’t want to help solve these 
problems. Certainly, I have been a 
long-time advocate of federal support 
for education, and I will continue to 
make that a top priority. 

I honestly believe that colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle sincerely and 
with good intentions want children to 
attend clean, safe schools with state of 
the art technology and teachers who 
are appreciated and well paid in rea-
sonably sized classrooms and up-to-
date textbooks. 

Sometimes, when the rhetoric gets 
too hot around these deeply felt issues, 
I think it would behoove us all to re-
member that no one gets elected to 
serve as an anti-education Senator. 

So, if we are all pro-education then 
why the debate? Because, of course, 
while we all agree on the merits of re-

form and we all want education 
progress, we disagree on the means to 
achieve this goal. We cannot afford to 
tie this bill up in partisan gridlock 
over a debate on how much funding to 
provide. Where there is a will, there is 
a way, and we simply have to find that 
way or we will be letting the American 
public down. 

While there are good intentions on 
all sides, some of my colleagues hon-
estly feel that education policy is best 
met at the federal level and that the 
answer to every education challenge is 
a new federal program. Others of us 
have markedly differing views. 

I sincerely believe that State and 
local officials in Utah’s 40 school dis-
tricts and 763 public schools are the 
best ones to decide whether or not to 
target federal money on school con-
struction, technology improvements, 
hiring new teachers, or anything else. 

I trust the people of Utah to make 
these decisions. And, I believe Utahns 
are perfectly capable of debating these 
issues locally and choosing a course. 

I have repeatedly said that Utah does 
more with less than any State in the 
nation. Utah is a worst case scenario 
when it comes to school finance, yet we 
consistently rank highly on student 
performance measures. We must be 
doing something right!

Actually, I think we are doing a lot 
that is right, and one of the things that 
Utah parents do right is spend a lot of 
time with their children. An integral 
part of Utah’s way of life involves fam-
ily-centered activities. This clearly has 
spill-over benefits for schools. 

Utah can claim some well-deserved 
bragging rights. For example: 

Utah is first in the nation in both ad-
vanced placement participation and 
performance on a per capita basis. 

Utah’s dropout rates are substan-
tially lower than the nation’s as a 
whole. 

In the Statewide Testing Program, 
the performance of Utah students on 
the Stanford Achievement Test exceeds 
national performance in mathematics, 
reading, science reasoning, and the 
composite score. 

Since 1984, Utah high school grad-
uates have taken increasingly more 
rigorous programs of study with sub-
stantial increases in such areas as 
mathematics and foreign language. 

Utah is second in the nation in the 
percentage of its adult population hold-
ing a high school diploma. 

Utah has made a number of impor-
tant commitments to advancing tech-
nology in education. 

Utah provides incentives for school 
districts to acquire technology infra-
structure. 

Utah installs Internet connections at 
every school and pays most of the line 
charges. 

Utah has launched a number of pro-
fessional development efforts. 

Utah provides in-service training op-
portunities and requires pre-service 

teachers to complete a technology 
course as part of their preparation pro-
gram. 

Utah parents are educated and in-
formed and take an active role in edu-
cating their children. I firmly believe 
that this is one of the reasons why 
Utah students perform so well. 

But, what we need in my State is not 
a federal superintendent looking over 
the shoulder of our State-elected or lo-
cally elected school boards. We need 
additional resources, plain and simple. 
But, resources with so many strings at-
tached bog us down. Give us the flexi-
bility to manage these resources and 
apply them to the areas of greatest 
need in our State. Measure our chil-
dren’s educational progress. We will 
meet the challenge. 

I look forward to a challenging and 
informative debate. It is my sincere 
hope that we will be successful in 
crafting legislation which will genu-
inely put children first. Children are 
America’s greatest asset, and our fu-
ture depends on their educational ex-
cellence. We must ensure that no child 
is left behind. We must ensure that the 
achievement gap is closed between dis-
advantaged children and their peers. 
We must ensure that every child in this 
country is prepared for the challenges 
and opportunities that await them in 
the years to come. For it we fail, we 
have failed not only ourselves, but fu-
ture generations. 

I am confident we are up to the task. 
f 

LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ACT 
OF 2001 

Mr. SMITH of Oregon. Mr. President, 
I rise today to speak about hate crimes 
legislation I introduced with Senator 
KENNEDY last month. The Local Law 
Enforcement Act of 2001 would add new 
categories to current hate crimes legis-
lation sending a signal that violence of 
any kind is unacceptable in our soci-
ety. 

Today, I would like to detail a hei-
nous crime that occurred on November 
6, 1998 in Seattle, Washington. A gay 
man was severely beaten with rocks 
and broken bottles in his neighborhood 
by a gang of youths shouting ‘‘faggot.’’ 
The victim sustained a broken nose 
and swollen jaw. When he reported the 
incident to police two days later, the 
officer refused to take the report. 

I believe that government’s first duty 
is to defend its citizens—to defend 
them against the harms that come out 
of hate. The Local Law Enforcement 
Enhancement Act of 2001 is now a sym-
bol that can become substance. I be-
lieve that by passing this legislation, 
we can change hearts and minds as 
well. 

f 

VA CONTINUES TO LEAD THE 
NATION IN END-OF-LIFE CARE 

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Mr. President, I 
am committed to focusing a spotlight 
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